Remarks 

[0003] Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and allowance of all of the 
claims of the application. The status of the claims is as follows: 

• Claims 1,3-11, 13-18 and 20-23 are currently pending 

• Claims 2, 12, and 19 previously canceled 

• Claims 1,16,17, and 22 are amended herein 

Cited Documents 

[0004] The following documents have been applied to reject one or more claims of 
the Application: 

• Klevenz: Klevenz et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0137540 

• Baker: Baker et al., U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2002/0047856 

Claims 1, 3-11, 13-18 and 20-23 Are Non-Obvious Over Klevenz in view of 
Baker 

[0005] Claims 1,3-11,13-18 and 20-23 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as 
allegedly being obvious over Klevenz in view of Baker. Applicant respectfully traverses 
the rejection. 
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Independent Claim 1 

[0006] The Examiner indicates (Action, p. 4-5) the following (in pertinent part) with 
regard to independent claim 1 : 

Baker discloses a method of providing web -based stacked 
images (i.e. collection of data items) includes providing a 
database of image data, the image data representing a plurality 
of .;'.;:><.!!. iL: ;;;; , :ii :;:>! i _ c. portion of the 

S :a ft/.*! is ft ftf I .ft-ift •;•*•••., -ft ; /fty « .<s.c*. ft?" I /•/:•.;•» jfty 

iftdi.VA-;i?;iii.i,.iy ;;«a »;//;. Itm Aft ;;. ;: ;/ /,/:. ::,.//.;./;;. M /ftftsft-ftft/-; 

ft",:'./ . • '.-.ft..;/ -ft. ...ft.. 

fift::' v/fti ft;; M'> /ft/'/'Sft:-/- u-> shftftS: i/hft //ft ';*/■::!■■ ft/i im^m. ft/ft t:>. ;/>>■/ 

a.i,SS>lS;V*ft- ftft/A /AftftAftftiftft ?! '/ft'/: '/,/, Viftft ;/ '.ft/ft/, ft.f ftft/xftft : , . > 

/fti :;.;ftft ft /. /ft: /;>:/./ .ft .; // sfti/ i/Y.ft//,/. /ft .ft:/;/;.//*;. s; s &&;/ / ; /*.. . : . 

ftfiftiuaSfti ftfi Sft-ft ftftftftft ftj .ft// ft /ft/: ft/it./? ' ft// ft/ft?, ft/i.,. ftiftft ft ft ft Aft. 

vlftft/fttftftft/ft •i!.!Sf ' : .5 l.<y A'ftvft/Hft? :ftV"iVft ft /ftft /.ft/Aft! ?/ ft'/i ft/l. !,!/:'.! l-ft : ...".ft' ftft.ftft/ 

^'!S?A 1* -*ft fts'ft'ftiftftfti! ii!i- : iijftft !ft--/'<-,- f'iftft- if.- *•/!>•: : 

/■SftS/VSftftft?/ ftft"ft Aft f ffti'ftiV? *$>(<i 5 tW ift/S ftftftA-'-ftft ft!ft*<W.: s. >-> • . ft 

ftftift, sm&i 

[0007] The cited art, and specifically Baker, does not describe each and every recital 
of independent claim 1 , which is copied below (in pertinent part) (with emphasis added): 

at least one display object having metadata tags describing two or 
more collections of data items, each collection of data items being a 
differing application, wherein the at least one display object is a graphical 
representation of the two or more collections of data items comprising 
the differing applications, 
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[0008] Rather, Baker describes at [0015]: 



[0015] A method of providing web-based stacked images, 
comprises providing a database of image data, the image 

data representing a plurality of separate i mages and display- 
ing at least a portion of the plurality of separate images, A 
stack of image data is created by individually selecting 
images from the displayed images, wherein each time an 
image is selected, the image data representing the selected 
image is pushed onto the stack of image data, the stack of. 
image data including information defining ao order in which 
the selected images are to be displayed. A tag is assigned to 
the stack of image data,, unique!}' identifying the slack of 
image da UK thai tag being included in the stack of image data. 
The medjoii may Curthei comprise selecting additional infor- 
mation to be Included with the stack of image data, the 
additional information relating to the images in the stack of 
image data. 'The additional information may include tags 
correlating portions of the additional information to corre- 
sponding images, A portion of the additional information 
corresponding to an image on a top of the stack may be 
displayed when each Image is displayed on the top of the 
stack/Die image may comprise magazine cover images/The 
additional information may further describes contents of 
magazines represented by She magazine cover images. The 
additional information may comprise a website address on 
the Internet which includes information further describing 
contents of magazines represented by die magazine cover 
images. The additional information may comprise a hyper- 
link, The stack of image data may he created i:o response to 
a request by a user. The order in which the selected images 
are to be displayed can vary from user to user, based on 
information included in the request: The images selected to 
be included in the stack can vary from user to user, based on 
information included in the request. The information 
included in the request is in a form of a cookie retrieved from 
the user's computer. The information included in die request 
may be used to retrieve user preference information from, a 
database of user preference information,. 
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[0009] 



Further, Baker describes at [0043]: 



[0043] The convention associated with the type of delivery 
mechanism described herein is referred to herein as the 
stack. The stack k a daia structure having the ease and 
ci.iovenit'.oa; of a Orsl-iu btst-oul (FILO) device. As will be 
described in more det&n below with respect to FIG- L sucks 
are built on a web-tawd remote server 44, using raster 
bitmapped graphic images controlled by application pro- 
gram interfaces (API) and ^ prix»ariiy intended kit view- 
ing by users on personal computers such m a local computer 
36 Although, do>cril d herein i ,[ i bitm pj d j, it| h c 
images tb> ns> f imag } i $ r 1 sm_ t tti type* of 
fottLifits Hictitibitg gi id-based chatactec protocols, a;e also 
oonteiuplakuL 



[0010] Thus, the cited art of Baker merely describes images controlled by an 
application program interface (API). More specifically, Baker describes "using raster 
bitmapped graphic images controlled by application program interfaces (API). See 
[0043]. The images of Baker are controlled by an API are not a graphical 
representation of the API . On the other hand, Applicant's claim 1 recites the at least 
one display object is a graphical representation of the two or more collections of data 
items comprising the differing application. Baker is completely silent with respect to the 
images being graphical representations of differing applications. Moreover, Baker 
describes the images being controlled by an API, and not an application. 
[0011] Baker also describes "The method may further comprise selecting additional 
information to be included with the stack of image data... The additional information may 
comprise a hyperlink." See [0015]. The additional information of Baker does not 
include being a graphical representation of an application, rather it is a hyperlink. 
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[0012] To that end, it is respectfully contended that Baker does not teach, describe, 
recite or suggest all of the elements and features of independent claim 1 . Further, the 
remaining cited art does not overcome the deficiencies of Baker. Thus, Baker and 
Klevenz, alone or in combination, do not teach, describe, recite or suggest all of the 
elements and features of independent claim 1. Accordingly, Applicant asks the 
Examiner to withdraw the rejection of independent claim 1 . 

Remaining Pending Claims 

[0013] In addition to their own merits, dependent claims 3-11 and 13-15 are allowable 
for at least similar reasons that independent claim 1 is allowable and further are 
allowable for their dependence on an allowable base claim. Applicant therefore 
requests that the Examiner withdraw the rejection of dependent claims 3-1 1 and 13-15. 
Accordingly, Applicant asks the Examiner to withdraw the rejection of claims 3-11 and 
13-15. 

[0014] Further, Applicant respectfully contends that the arguments set forth above 
with respect to independent claim 1, as amended, applies with similar weight to 
independent claims 16, 17, and 22, as amended, and the cited art does not teach, 
describe, recite, or suggest all of the claimed elements and features of independent 
claims 16, 17, and 22, as amended. Accordingly, Applicant asks the Examiner to 
withdraw the rejection of independent claims 16, 17, and 22. Further, dependent claims 
18, 20-21, and 23 are allowable for at least the similar reasons as the independent 
claims from which they depend are allowable and further are allowable for their 
dependence on an allowable base claim. Applicant requests that the Examiner withdraw 
the rejection of dependent claims 18, 20-21, and 23. 
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Conclusion 

[0015] For at least the foregoing reasons, all pending claims are in condition for 
allowance. Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and prompt issuance of the 
application. 

[0016] If any issues remain that would prevent allowance of this application, 
Applicant requests that the Examiner contact the undersigned representative 
before issuing a subsequent Action. 



Respectfully Submitted, 

Lee & Hayes, PLLC 
Representative for Applicant 

/Michael D. Carter 56661/ Dated: /Dec. 30, 2009/ 

Michael D. Carter 

(michaelcarter@leehayes.com; 512-505-8162 x5004) 
Registration No. 56661 

Reviewer/Supervisor: Emmanuel A. Rivera 
(emmanuel@leehayes.com ; 512-505-8162x5001) 
Registration No. 45760 



Serial No.: 10/801,799 AR < 

Atty Docket No.: MS1-4145US " l0 " 188^^6 The BUStllSS a Of IP 

Atty/Agent: Michael D. Carter 



